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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. 

Applicant's submission filed on January 3rd, 2008, has been entered. 

2. Claims 1-18 have been presented for examination and are rejected. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed January 3rd, 2008, with respect to the claims have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a 
printed publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a 
patent. 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or 
in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for 
patent in the United States. 



Application/Control Number: 10/692,414 
Art Unit: 2145 



Page 3 



(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a 
patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty 
defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and 
was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1, 7, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Teller, et al. (U.S. PGPub 2002/0019586). 

6. As per claims 1 , 7, and 13, Teller teaches a method for administering devices in 
a network, the method comprising: 

creating a user metric vector comprising a plurality of disparate user metrics, 
wherein each user metric represents an indication of a dynamic change in a user's 
physical condition in response to an external stimulus, wherein the user is a person; 
creating a user metric space comprising a plurality of metric ranges determining 
whether the user metric vector is outside the user metric space; (Teller, paragraphs 
0044 and 0046-0047; see the metrics and vectors described in Tables 1 & 2; see also 
paragraphs 0120-0121 and fig. 21) 

if the user metric vector is outside a user metric space, and identifying an action 
in dependence upon the user metric vector, wherein the action administers a device to 
alter the user's physical condition in response to the external stimulus; (Teller, 
paragraphs 0057, 0124-0127) 

determining whether the action is allowed; and if the action is allowed, executing 
the action (Teller, paragraphs 0057, 0124-0127, where it is determined if an action is 
allowed and if so, the action is executed). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 2-6, 8-12, and 14-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Teller, et al. (U.S. PGPub 2002/0019586) and Miller et al. (U.S. 
PGPub 2004/0030531 ). 

9. As per claims 2, 8, and 14, Teller teaches the above, yet fails to teach the system 
further wherein determining whether the action is allowed comprises comparing the 
identified action with an allowed action list. 

Miller teaches a network-based physiological sensor monitoring system (Miller, 
paragraphs 0017, 0019, 0020, and fig. 1) that determines whether an identified action is 
allowed based on a received allowed action list and identifies replacement actions if not 
allowed (Miller, see, e.g., action lists and decision process of paragraphs 0042-0046, 
0049, 0055, and 0057). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have combined Teller and Miller to provide the action process of 
Miller in the system of Teller, because doing so would provide accurate situation 
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assessment and intelligent plan generation based upon the sensed activities of an actor 
in a sensor-based system (Miller, paragraph 0006). 

1 0. As per claims 3, 9, and 1 5, Teller teaches the above, yet fails to teach the system 
further comprising identifying an allowed replacement action, if the identified action is 
not allowed. 

Miller teaches a network-based physiological sensor monitoring system (Miller, 
paragraphs 0017, 0019, 0020, and fig. 1 ) that determines whether an identified action is 
allowed based on a received allowed action list and identifies replacement actions if not 
allowed (Miller, see, e.g., action lists and decision process of paragraphs 0042-0046, 
0049, 0055, and 0057). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have combined Teller and Miller to provide the action process of 
Miller in the system of Teller, because doing so would provide accurate situation 
assessment and intelligent plan generation based upon the sensed activities of an actor 
in a sensor-based system (Miller, paragraph 0006). 

11. As per claims 4, 1 0, and 16, Teller-Miller teaches the system further wherein 
identifying an allowed replacement action comprises comparing the identified action 
with an allowed action list (Miller, see, e.g., action lists and decision process of 
paragraphs 0042-0046, 0049, 0055, and 0057). 
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12. As per claims 5, 1 1 , and 1 7, Teller-Miller teaches the system further comprising 
executing the allowed replacement action (Miller, see, e.g., action lists and decision 
process of paragraphs 0042-0046, 0049, 0055, and 0057). 

1 3. As per claims 6, 12, and 1 8, Teller teaches the above, yet fails to teach the 
system further comprising receiving an allowed action list. 

Miller teaches a network-based physiological sensor monitoring system (Miller, 
paragraphs 0017, 0019, 0020, and fig. 1) that determines whether an identified action is 
allowed based on a received allowed action list and identifies replacement actions if not 
allowed (Miller, see, e.g., action lists and decision process of paragraphs 0042-0046, 
0049, 0055, and 0057). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have combined Teller and Miller to provide the action process of 
Miller in the system of Teller, because doing so would provide accurate situation 
assessment and intelligent plan generation based upon the sensed activities of an actor 
in a sensor-based system (Miller, paragraph 0006). 

Conclusion 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nicholas Taylor whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3889. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:00am to 5:30pm, 
with alternating Fridays off. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (571) 272-3880. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/NT/ 

Nicholas Taylor 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2141 

/Jason D Cardone/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2145 



